
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 1 3- 1 450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. [ CONFIRMATION NO." 



09/322,174 



05/28/1999 



BENZION LANDA 



UCT-A 



7616 



7590 



10/02/2003 



26418 

REED SMITH, LLP 

ATTN: PATENT RECORDS DEPARTMENT 
599 LEXINGTON AVENUE, 29TH FLOOR 
NEW YORK, NY 10022-7650 



EXAMINER 



GOODROW, JOHN L 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1756 

DATE MAILED: 10/02/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceedinj 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 



Apptication No. 



Applicant(s) 



Examiner 



Group Art Unit 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence atfdress- 
Period for Reply 

Sf ^SSSS:' ^XP'HE 3 MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

■ 11 NO '^"k "^^^^^^ «"rty (30) «lays. a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

: 1 ITI'"' ^IX (6) months me maiSg date oil this < ^' 



• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, 
Status 



communication . 

cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 



□ Responsive to communicatlon{s) filed on 

□ This action Is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomtal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed m 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G 213 
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Serial No. 09/322,174 -2- 
Art Unit 1756 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 
this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of thisj title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentab.),lity 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 55-58, 65-67, 69-71, 73-75 and 77-82 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent 05-242721 and Ray et al . Japanese Patent (note 
paragraph 0006) teaches the development of an electrostatic 
latent image with a particle that has a silver in the shape of a 
flake (note paragraph 0013). The use of metallic particles in 
obtaining sparkle color or iridescence or lustre is further 
taught by Ray et al. who utilizes electrostatically printing 
image enhancing particles having metallic flakes (note column 1 
lines 10-30) in various particle sizes. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention with a reasonable expectation of success to 
utilize such image enhancing metal flakes in a printed image, a 
mixture for printing in either a liquid or solid format such 
metal flakes in providing a toner for developing, latent 
electrostatic images. 
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Claims 61-63 are objected to as being dependent upon a 



rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. Claims directed to flakes 
being coated with the specific polymer such as shown in claims 
61-63 as low molecular weight ionomers would be allowable over 
the art of record. 
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